o f 1,165 co u p les w as in terview ed six m onths a fter the birth o f the se co n d c h ild ; th e da ta co lle cte d in clu d e d details o f contraceptive p ra ctice , desired n u m b er an d sp a cin g o f ch ild ren , birth date, and a vast array o f responses to question s on socia l, econ om ic, and re lig iou s b a ck g ro u n d , attitudes, an d personality. T h ree years later 905 cou p les fro m the orig in a l sam ple w ere again interview ed, the losses b e in g d u e m a in ly t o failu res to fin d addresses and t o refusals. In fo rm a tio n w as re co rd e d o n fertility since th e previou s interview, ch an ges in socia l an d e co n o m ic status, and fu rth er characteristics of w h ich k n ow led ge w as n eed ed fo r the ex p lora tion o f ideas suggested b y th e ex a m in ation o f th e earlier data. T h e v olu m e reviewed pre sents th e analysis o f th e data fr o m the secon d interview with the m a in em phasis o n h o w to p re d ict w h ich cou ples w ou ld have a third ch ild in th e g iv en tim e.
In assessing th e results o f the stu dy it is necessary constantly to rem em b er th e very sp ecia l nature o f th e g ro u p surveyed. T h is is even m ore im p orta n t fo r the secon d phase than the first. A ttention is con cen trated o n th e fertility o f the restricted g ro u p ov er a short part of th e re p ro d u ctiv e p eriod , cou p les (oth erw ise elig ib le ) w ho had a secon d as w ell as a th ird ch ild in the in terval are excluded, and the sam ple is biased b y losses. A lth o u g h there are strong reasons for be liev in g that these lim itation s d o n o t seriously h in der the framing of v a lid gen eralizations a b ou t ord er an d patterns, the quantitative in terp retation o f the estim ates o f correla tion and com ponents of v a ria b ility b ecom es very d ifficu lt. T h e authors are keenly aware of these p roblem s, som e o f w h ich arise fr o m th e deliberate narrowing o f th e survey p op u la tio n to elim in ate " nuisance" variation. Only in a fe w places, n ota b ly in the m u ltivariate analysis, d o they relax their usual ca u tio n and, in m y o p in io n , p u t a greater w eight on the esti m ates th an they ca n b ear.
T h e b o o k is d iv id ed in to five parts, o f w h ich P art I is a brief in tro d u ctio n t o th e b a ck g rou n d , m ethods, and ob jectives o f the survey an d P art I V a general sum m ary. P art V contains five important ap p en d ices o n m e th o d o lo g y ; p a rticu la rly n ota ble is A ppendix C in w h ich th e reliability o f the data on fertility p lan n in g is examined by What is im p orta n t is h o w the sp e cific, co m p o n e n t elem ents in th e com plex situation co m b in e to p ro d u ce th e ov e r-a ll p a tte rn ; this is exactly w hat the authors exa m in e w ith th orou gh n ess a n d sop h istica tion.
There ods, increased skills, o r lo w e r fe cu n d ity b u t, alm ost certain ly, to less risk-taking. In terlock in g fin d in gs are th at p la n n ed sp a cin g o f b irth intervals is m u ch less e ffe ctiv e th a n th e co n tr o l o f fa m ily size a n d that this is associated w ith w eak an d v a g u e sp a cin g preferen ces. In Part I I I , the in terrelation s o f fertility w ith relig ion , ed u ca tio n , and socio-econom ic status are closely e x p lo re d . F ertility increases w ith greater " religiousness" a m on g C a th olics, b u t th e reverse h old s fo r Protestants; these relations are d u e m ore to th e n u m b er o f ch ild ren desired than to success in p la n n in g. E d u ca tio n at C a th o lic colleges WILLIAM BRASS
